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NOT  THE  BULLET,  BOMB  OR  NAPALM 


BY  PAUL  BRINK 

"The  most  powerful  force  known 
to  man  is  not  the  bullet,  bomb  or 
napalm,  but  public  opinion,"  says  Rep. 
Ronald  Dellums,  Calif.  He  was  talk¬ 
ing  about  the  draft,  but  it  could  have 
been  military  spending,  the  Indochina 
war  or  welfare  reform. 

The  administration  presents  glow¬ 
ing  words  of  winding  down  the  war, 
but  what  does  it  have  in  store?  Presi¬ 
dent  Nixon  has  asked  for  $80  billion 
for  military  activities  in  the  fiscal  year 
ending  June  30,  1972 — $6  billion 
above  the  fiscal  1971  allocations.  The 
President  and  the  Defense  Dept,  want 
to  buy  more  missiles,  aircraft  and 
ships  and  increase  the  pay  of  the  2.7 
to  2.5  million  men  in  the  armed  forces. 

Defense  Secy.  Laird  said  in  his 
Posture  Statement  March  9  that 
"Whatever  the  outcome  of  the  SALT 
(strategic  arms  limitation)  talks,  the 
United  States  must  continue  its  re¬ 
search  and  development  of  strategic 
weapons."  Why? 

THE  MILITARY 

Sen.  William  Proxmire,  Wis.,  says 
"We  .  .  .  have  over  twice  the  strategic 
nuclear  weapons  that  the  Russians 
have.  We  .  .  .  have  in  our  arsenal 
now,  from  7,600  to  8,600  strategic 
and  tactical  nuclear  weapons,  or  from 
19  to  21.5  times  the  number  needed 
to  destroy  30%  of  the  Soviet  popula¬ 
tion  and  76%  of  her  industrial  ca¬ 
pacity." 

Nixon  in  his  State  of  the  World 
message  Feb.  25  said  "The  most  im¬ 
portant  area  in  which  progress  is  yet 
to  be  made  is  the  limitation  of  stra¬ 
tegic  arms,"  but  he  also  said  that 
"Strategic  forces,  both  offensive  and 
defensive,  are  the  backbone  of  our 
security.  They  are  the  primary  de¬ 
terrent  to  strategic  attacks  against  us 
or  our  allies." 


So  despite  the  talk  of  changing 
from  cold  war  policies  of  the  past, 
the  administration  plans  added  bil¬ 
lions  for  weapons  while  MIRV  (multi¬ 
ple  independently  targeted  re-entry 
vehicles)  would  not  be  touched  by 
the  kind  of  agreement  the  U.S.  has 
presented  at  SALT. 

"But  MIRV  is  precisely  the  system 
Mr.  Nixon  is  deploying,  and  deploy¬ 
ing  rapidly  despite  his  claim  to  be 
acting  with  'great  restraint';  the  sys¬ 
tem  the  Russians  evidently  have  not 
begun  to  deploy  at  all  .  .  says 
columnist  Stephen  Rosenfeld,  who 
adds  that  "MIRV  is,  moreover,  being 
deployed  by  Mr.  Nixon  without  the 
Congress  so  much  as  laying  a  finger 
on  him." 

Sen.  Hubert  Humphrey,  Minn.,  has 
introduced  Senate  Resolution  87  call¬ 
ing  on  the  President  to  propose  a  mu¬ 
tual  freeze  on  testing  of  MIRVs  and 
on  the  deployment  of  both  offensive 
and  defensive  nuclear  weapons,  in¬ 
cluding  anti-ballistic  missiles  (ABMs) 


and  MIRVs.  The  resolution  also  asks 
for  a  ban  or  limit  to  a  very  low  level 
the  deployment  of  ABM  systems  by 
both  the  U.S.  and  the  USSR  and  that 
both  governments  be  bound  "to  con¬ 
duct  further  negotiations  to  achieve  a 
limitation  on  offensive  strategic  weap¬ 
ons." 

Humphrey  asks  that  the  mutual 
freeze  continue  for  the  duration  of  the 
negotiations  with  the  understanding 
that  comparable  self-restraint  is  re¬ 
quired  by  both  parties.  And  he  asks 
that  Congress  be  kept  fully  and 
promptly  informed  of  all  arms  race 
developments  which  could  affect 
SALT. 

Amendments  are  expected  this 
spring  that  would  call  for  elimination 
or  reduction  of  the  $3.1  billion  re¬ 
quested  for  the  ABM,  MIRVs  and  the 
B1  intercontinental  bomber,  a  $10 
to  $20  billion  military  spending  cut 
for  fiscal  1972,  a  large  reduction  in 
the  $1.2  billion  requested  for  military 
aid  to  developing  countries,  a  sub¬ 
stantial  cut  in  military  manpower, 
and  elimination  of  funds  to  carry  on 
the  war.  (Write  FCNL  for  Action 
Bulletin  No.  91  "Military  Steamroller 
Is  Moving  Into  High;"  and  for  paper 
No.  G25  (lOO  "Membership  of  Ap¬ 
propriations  Subcommittees  Playing 
Leadership  Role  on  Military  Spending 
Bills"  and  an  "Initial  Schedule  of  Fis¬ 
cal  1972  Military  Money  Bills."  In¬ 
cluded  are  HR3818  and  S939,  the 
$21.8  billion  Defense  authorization 
bills,  and  HR5522  and  S958,  the  $2.25 
billion  Atomic  Energy  Commission 
authorization,  of  which  an  estimated 
50%  will  be  spent  on  weaponry). 

A  recent  Gallup  poll  reported  that 
50%  of  the  U.S.  public  thinks  the  U.S. 
is  spending  too  much  for  defense  and 
military  purposes.  While  there  is 
little  difference  from  a  similar  poll 
last  fall,  sharp  differences  by  party 
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affiliation  are  begining  to  emerge. 
54%  of  the  Democrats  surveyed  in 
March  said  they  would  like  to  see 
military  spending  cut,  compared  with 
40%  of  the  Republicans. 

THE  WAR 

"We  do  not  intend  to  be  the  police¬ 
men  of  the  world,"  Laird  said  in  his 
Posture  Statement,  but  "when  re¬ 
quired  and  appropriate"  the  U.S. 
would  provide  logistical,  sea  and  air 
support  to  its  allies.  And,  "in  some 
special  cases,  it  could  include  ground 
combat  support  as  well,"  he  said. 
Laird  added  in  a  news  conference 
April  13  that  U.S.  ships  and  war¬ 
planes  will  remain  on  duty  in  South¬ 
east  Asia  after  the  last  American 
soldier  leaves  Vietnam.  Are  these  ways 
to  end  the  U.S.  policing  role? 

Executive  Director  Sanford  Gottlieb 
of  SANE  says  "A  careful  reading  of 
the  administration's  statements  indi¬ 
cates  that  American  military  forces 
may  be  used  to  deal  with  political 
agitation,  insurgency  and  guerilla 
warfare  throughout  the  world.  If  this 
is  so,  we  have  learned  nothing  from 
Indochina  and  the  Nixon  Doctrine  is 
simply  a  cover  for  continued  Ameri¬ 
can  intervention  in  the  internal  af¬ 
fairs  of  other  countries."  (Write  to 
FCNL  for  an  updated  list  of  anti-war 
bills,  and  sponsors.  Included  are 
HR4100,  HR3633,  S974,  HR5228, 
5357,  5463,  HR6284.  Send  15^  for 
FCNL  paper  "The  War  in  Indochina: 
How  Much  Does  It  Cost?"  Another 
FCNL  paper  is  available  on  the  cur¬ 
rent  status  of  the  prisoner  of  war 
issue. 

THE  DRAFT 

The  House  came  within  a  hairsbreadth 
of  cutting  the  administration's  2-year 
draft  extension  bill  to  one  year  on 
March  31.  The  vote  on  Ohio  Rep. 
Charles  Whalen's  amendment  was 
defeated  198-200.  Mass.  Rep.  Michael 
Harrington's  motion  for  no  extension 
was  defeated,  62-330.  Rep.  David 
Dennis,  Ind.,  failed  131-242  in  his 
attempt  to  remove  the  Committee's 
punitive  amendment  for  a  3-year 
service  term  for  conscientious  objec¬ 
tors.  Draft  extension  for  two  years 
was  approved  by  the  House  April  1; 
293-99.  (Write  for  FCNL  voting  rec¬ 
ord  on  House  draft  and  Indochina 
votes). 


The  Senate  was  expected  to  begin 
debating  draft  extension  soon.  This 
could  provide  the  vehicle  for  major 
public  questioning  of  the  need  for 
a  2.5  million-man  army  and  a  world¬ 
wide  U.S.  military  presence.  The 
present  draft  law  expires  June  30. 
S.J.  Res.  20  calls  for  complete  dis¬ 
mantling  of  Selective  Service. 

INTERNATIONAL  HELP 

"No  more  severe  task  faces  the  de¬ 
veloped  world  than  facilitating  the 
economic  and  social  progress  of  the 
less  developed  nations,"  says  Nixon. 
"The  role  of  science  and  technology 
can  be  crucial  to  success,  and  we  need 
to  organize  our  effort  in  this  field 
more  effectively."  Yet  at  Newsletter 
press  time  the  administration  had  not 
submitted  its  $320  million  contribu¬ 
tion  for  the  third  replenishment  of 
the  International  Development  Asso¬ 
ciation  (IDA).  Target  date  for  the 
replenishment  to  become  effective  is 
next  June  30  with  contributions  slated 
from  17  other  countries.  But  the  op¬ 
erations  of  IDA  are  very  much  de¬ 
pendent  on  the  timely  approval  by 
the  U.S.,  and  all  funds  available  under 
the  previous  replenishment  will  be 
committed  by  June  30.  IDA,  an  affil¬ 
iate  of  the  World  Bank  Group,  is  the 
channel  by  which  richer  countries 
provide  long-term  loans  to  the  poor¬ 
est  nations  at  almost  no  interest. 
O.  Edmund  Clubb,  former  American 
counsel  general  in  Peking,  urges  "The 
conversion  of  a  sizeable  fraction  of 
our  overseas  military  investments  and 
activities  into  an  expansive  under¬ 
taking  for  global  economic  coopera¬ 
tion  for  the  benefit  of  the  poor  of  the 
earth." 

American  aid  has  been  dwindling 
steadily — from  $3.6  billion,  or  .6% 
of  the  gross  national  product  six 
years  ago  to  $3  billion,  or  .3%  of  a 
vastly  richer  economy  in  1970. 

HOME  AND  ABROAD 

Former  U.S.  arms  control  official 
Leonard  Rodberg  says  "At  this  time 
in  its  history,  the  United  States  must 
begin  to  devote  its  primary  efforts  to 
the  reconstruction  of  its  domestic  so¬ 
ciety.  We  have  succeeded  in  reviving 
Western  Europe,  in  enabling  Japan 
to  become  the  fastest-growing  indus¬ 
trial  power  on  earth,  in  allowing  many 
smaller  countries  to  begin  the  process 


of  economic  development  in  freedom. 
It  is  now  time  to  confront  the  needs 
of  our  own  society,  not  to  withdraw 
from  our  own  society,  not  to  with¬ 
draw  from  our  involvement  with  the 
world,  but  to  shift  that  involvement 
to  one  which  stresses  peaceful  inter¬ 
actions  with  all  nations  rather  than 
military  enticement  of  some  and  con¬ 
frontation  with  others." 

Nixon  says  his  most  important 
piece  of  domestic  legislation  is  wel¬ 
fare  reform.  Can  these  sorts  of  things 
be  done  when  billions  are  spent  for 
weapons,  the  war,  and  military  per¬ 
sonnel?  What  will  be  domestic  legis¬ 
lative  prospects  in  view  of  Laird's  pol¬ 
icy  of  "realistic  deterrence,"  which 
Rodberg  says  gives  the  Defense  Dept, 
"an  open-ended  excuse  to  introduce 
arms  and  military  assistance  wherever 
it  perceives  a  threat  of  'communism'?" 
(Write  to  FCNL  for  Rodberg's  tes¬ 
timony). 

Sen.  Edward  Kennedy,  Mass.,  says 
"The  United  States  ranks  first  in  the 
world  in  gross  national  product  and 
military  spending,  but  we  are  13th 
from  the  top  in  infant  mortality  and 
11th  in  the  number  of  physicians  per 
inhabitant.  The  federal  government 
spends  $1400  to  train  each  South 
Vietnamese  soldier,  but  only  $54  to 
educate  each  American  child." 

What  can  be  done  about  it?  One 
method  is  conversion  to  a  non-war 
economy.  Kennedy  says  "Economic 
conversion  .  .  .  emphasizes  the  ap¬ 
plication  of  technical  skills  to  our 
most  urgent  social  problems — prob¬ 
lems  in  areas  like  unemployment, 
poverty,  crime,  race,  pollution,  nutri¬ 
tion,  housing,  health  care,  transporta¬ 
tion,  education,  and  virtually  every 
other  aspect  of  our  domestic  life." 
(Several  bills  on  conversion  have  been 
introduced). 

Another  way  is  passage  of  a  Family 
Assistance  Plan  (welfare  reform), 
such  as  one  introduced  by  Rep.  Don¬ 
ald  Fraser,  Minn.  (HR  7388),  which 
would  raise  benefit  levels  to  the  Bu¬ 
reau  of  Labor  Statistics  lower  living 
standards  by  1976.  They  are  pres¬ 
ently  $6720  for  a  family  of  four. 

Write  for  the  valuable  pamphlet  "Six  Myths 
About  Welfare/'  published  by  the  National 
Welfare  Rights  Organization  (NWRO)  in  coop¬ 
eration  with  the  United  Church.  Board  for 
Homeland  Ministries.  Copies  available  (25e) 
from  NWRO,  1419  H  Street,  N.W.,  Washing¬ 
ton,  O.  C.  20005. 
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BREAKTHROUGH  ON 
U.S.-CHINA  RELATIONS 

BY  EDWARD  F.  SNYDER 

The  long  night  of  separation  be¬ 
tween  the  United  States  and  the 
Peoples'  Republic  of  China  appears 
to  be  ending.  On  April  14  the  U.S. 
table  tennis  team  visiting  China 
talked  with  Premier  Chou  En-lai. 
The  next  day  President  Nixon  took 
five  steps  to  ease  trade  and  contacts 
with  China.  Congressional  action  was 
highly  favorable  at  the  sudden  thaw 
in  the  21-year  ice  jam. 

Difficult  days  and  complex  prob¬ 
lems  lie  ahead.  But  a  constructive  be¬ 
ginning  has  been  made. 

One  of  the  first  issues  the  admin¬ 
istration  must  decide  is  its  stance  at 
the  UN  this  September.  The  admin¬ 
istration  now  is  placing  greater  em¬ 
phasis  on  retaining  a  seat  for  the 
Republic  of  China  (Taiwan)  than  on 
excluding  the  P.R.C.  The  Javits  reso¬ 
lution  (below)  suggests  this  position. 
The  McGovern  and  Gravel  resolu¬ 
tions  support  UN  seating  for  the 
P.R.C.  but  take  no  position  on  retain¬ 
ing  a  seat  for  Taiwan.  UN  members 
voted  51-49  in  November,  1970  to 


seat  the  P.R.C.  and  expel  the  Republic 
of  China,  but  failed  to  muster  the 
necessary  two-thirds  vote. 

Beyond  the  UN  issue  is  the  ques¬ 
tion  of  establishing  U.S.  diplomatic 
relations  with  the  P.R.C.  and  the  in¬ 
tertwined  issue  of  the  status  of  the 
government  on  Taiwan.  This  is  im¬ 
measurably  complicated  by  the  1954 
Mutual  Defense  Treaty  between  the 
U.S.  and  the  Republic  of  China.  (Ask 
FCNL  for  a  copy  of  the  Treaty  and 
the  1955  Formosa  Resolution.)  Be¬ 
cause  of  this  special  treaty  relation¬ 
ship,  it  is  difficult  for  the  U.S.  to 
adopt  the  Canadian  formula  on  recog¬ 
nition  which  takes  no  position  on 
Taiwan. 

Senate  Foreign  Relations  Commit¬ 
tee  hearings  are  expected  in  early 
summer  on  the  following  resolutions 
and  other  aspects  of  U.S. -China 
Policy: 

S.  Res.  82,  McGovern,  S.D.  Expresses  the  sense  of 
the  Senate  that  "the  People's  Republic  of  China  is 
the  sole  representative  of  China"  in  the  UN. 

Recommends  that  the  President  "seek  negotiations 
toward  the  establishment  of  diplomatic  relations" 
and  announce  that  the  U.S.  is  prepared  "to  recog¬ 
nize  the  People's  Republic  as  the  sole  legitimate 
government  of  China,  leaving  the  future  status  of 
Taiwan  to  a  peaceful  resolution  by  the  people  on 
both  sides  of  the  Taiwan  Straits." 


Urges  putting  trade  with  China  on  the  same  basis 
as  trade  with  the  Soviet  Union  and  removing  travel 
restrictions. 

S.  Res.  37,  lavils,  N.Y.;  Case,  N.|.;  Hart,  Mich.; 
Hughes,  la.;  Inouye,  Hawaii;  Kennedy,  Mass.;  Mon¬ 
dale,  Minn.;  Stevenson,  Ill.;  Symington,  Mo.;  Wil¬ 
liams,  N.J. 

Recommends  that  the  U.S.  seek  further  relaxation 
of  tensions  with  P.R.C.  through  trade,  travel,  ex¬ 
changes  "with  a  view  toward  the  establishment  of 
diplomatic  relations  when  conditions  permit." 

Recommends  that  "U.S.  policy  should  not  oppose 
the  admission  of  the  People's  Republic  of  China  to 
the  UN,  while  not  accepting  as  a  condition  of  such 
membership  the  expulsion  from  membership  of  the 
Republic  of  China." 

S.  Res.  18,  as  amended.  Gravel,  Alaska. 

Recommends  that  "the  United  States  inform  the 
People's  Republic  of  China  and  the  Republic  of 
China  that  it  is  not  committed  to  the  indefinite 
separation  of  Taiwan  from  mainland  China,  and 
that  it  shares  the  expressed  interest  of  both  govern¬ 
ments  in  eventual  reunification,  and  that  it  pro¬ 
poses  that  those  governments  attempt  by  and  be¬ 
tween  themselves  to  reach  a  settlement  of  disputes 
dividing  them  and  to  seek  means  for  accomplishing 
the  eventual  reunification  of  the  Chinese  people." 

Also  urges  the  U.S.  to  sponsor  a  UN  resolution 
admitting  the  P.R.C.  to  membership,  and  not  use 
its  veto  in  the  Security  Council  to  oppose  P.R.C. 
seating  in  Security  Council. 

S.  |.  Res.  48,  Church,  Ida.;  Mathias,  Md. 

Repeals  loss  Congressional  Resolution  authorizing 
the  President  to  employ  U.S.  armed  forces  to  protect 
the  security  of  Formosa,  the  Pescadores  and  related 
territories. 


Write  FCNL  for  information  on  "Cit¬ 
izens  to  Change  U.S.  China  Policy," 
a  new  group  advocating  U.S.  recog¬ 
nition,  UN  seating,  expanded  trade, 
travel  and  cultural  relations  with  the 
P.R.C. 


SOME  POSSIBLE  U.S.  POSITIONS  REGARDING  THE  PEOPLE’S  REPUBLIC  OF  CHINA 

I.  "One  China — Capital  in  Taipeh" 

The  legitimate  government  of  China  is  the  Republic  of  China  which  is  temporarily  located  on  Taiwan.  Any  other 
government  does  not  really  represent  the  Chinese  people. 

The  Republic  of  China  is  entitled  to  sit  in  all  UN  and  other  international  bodies  where  "China"  is  entitled  to  be 
represented. 

Any  government  dealing  with  the  "other  China"  is  subversive  of  the  interests  of  the  Republic  of  China  in  Taipeh. 
[This  is  the  Chiang  Kai  Shek  government  position — to  which  the  United  States  is  tied  by  military  treaty.  The 
U.S.,  however,  permits  increasing  diplomatic,  commercial  and  travel  contacts  with  mainland  China.] 

II.  "Two  Chinas" 

There  are  actually  two  governments  claiming  to  represent  China,  both  with  legitimate  and  historical  claims  to  that 
title. 

While  neither  China  will  agree  to  this  proposition  it  is  possible  through  some  sort  of  arrangement  in  the  UN  to 
have  both  the  R.O.C.  and  the  P.R.C.  represented  (perhaps  under  the  "successor  state"  doctrine  as  when  UAR 
divided  into  Egypt  and  Syria.)  If  one  or  both  should  refuse  this  formula,  that  would  be  their  problem  not  ours. 

III.  "One  China — One  Taiwan" 

Peking  is  the  only  true  representative  of  China.  Taiwan  is  a  separate  entity  and  entitled  to  separate  representation 
in  the  UN.  Peking  might  hold  the  China  Security  Council  and  General  Assembly  seat  and  Taiwan  might  have  a 
seat  in  the  General  Assembly. 

Taiwan  government  could  be  determined  by  plebiscite,  negotiation  among  Chinese  and  Taiwanese  or  otherwise. 
The  key  issue  here:  what  is  the  political-military  status  of  Taiwan? 

a)  Militarily  allied  with  U.S. —  under  National  Chinese  or  some  form  of  Independent  Taiwanese  government.  This 
would  be  acceptable  to  many  current  U.S.  policy  makers,  but  would  be  viewed  as  a  continuing  threat  to  Peking. 

b)  Nonaligned  government  with  no  military  bases,  no  U.S.  arms  or  advisers.  No  threat  to  P.R.C. — with  possibility 
left  open  for  trade,  travel  with  mainland,  and  eventual  union  with  Peking,  or  a  continuing  semi-autonomous  state. 

c)  Taiwan  a  separate  entity  for  UN  purposes,  but  under  Peking  suzerainty  (Compare  U.S.S.R.  and  Ukraine.) 

IV.  "One  China — Capital  in  Peking" 

There  is  one  China  and  it  is  the  People's  Republic  of  China,  with  capital  in  Peking.  Taiwan  is  a  part  of  China. 

It  is  entitled  to  sit  in  all  UN  and  other  international  bodies  where  "China"  is  entitled  to  be  represented. 

Taiwan's  relationship  with  China  decided  strictly  between  Taipeh  and  Peking. 

[Canada's  recognition  of  P.R.C.  supported  P.R.C.  in  all  UN  seats  but  took  no  position  in  recognizing  Peking's 
rule  over  the  people  on  Taiwan.] 

^  _ 
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QUAKERS  IN  POLITICS 
PART  I:  THE  ISSUES 
BY  PHIL  CARTER 

In  a  nationwide  survey  of  10%  of 
the  FCNL  constituency,  over  90% 
favored  seating  the  People's  Republic 
of  China  in  the  UN,  establishing  a 
volunteer  army,  and  getting  out  of 
Vietnam.  68%  thought  the  admin¬ 
istration-proposed  $1600  guaranteed 
income  was  inadequate — half  want¬ 
ing  it  doubled  and  the  rest  increasing 
the  amount  to  $5500.  84%  thought 
the  laws  governing  marijuana  should 
be  relaxed;  46%  would  reduce  penal¬ 
ties  for  users  and  38%  would  legalize 
the  drug. 

95%  of  the  FCNL  constituents 
were  ready  to  set  the  date  and  leave 
Vietnam  (Plans  A  &  B  col.  2).  Com¬ 
parable  figures  from  a  Gallup  poll 
showed  only  48%  of  the  public 
ready  to  do  so  in  May,  1970.  Public 
disenchantment  with  the  war  has 
grown  tremendously.  A  January, 
1971,  Gallup  poll  showed  73%  of 
the  American  people  were  ready  to 
set  the  date  at  December  31,  1971. 

The  manner  in  which  FCNL  for¬ 
mulated  policy  had  always  led  to  the 
assumption  that  close  alignment  ex¬ 
isted  between  staff  work  and  con¬ 
stituent  views,  but  the  unanimity  was 
both  surprising  and  reassuring. 

The  two-page  survey  sent  in  De¬ 
cember,  1970,  was  designed  to  be  an 
accurate  representation  of  the  views 
of  FCNL  constituents,  but  the  results 
should  not  be  generalized  to  represent 
all  Friends. 


Below  are  five  of  the  48  questions: 

Which  statement  below  expresses  your  belief  about 
the  !;uaranteed  income  base  of  $1600  for  a  family 
of  four  as  proposed  in  the  President's  family  as¬ 
sistance  plan? 

I  do  not  support  the  idea  of  a  guaranteed 

income  .  4“o 

I  support  the  concept  and  the  proposed 

$1000  base  for  a  family  of  four .  7°o 

1  support  the  concept  but  with  a  $3720  base 
(federal  poverty  level)  for  a  family  of  four...  34“o 

I  need  more  information  to  decide .  16% 

No  opinion  or  no  answer .  S?o 

Legislation  dealing  with  marijuana  should  be  intro¬ 
duced  into  Congress  in  which  of  the  following  forms? 


To  legalize  marijuana .  38% 

To  lessen  the  penalties  for  juvenile  users  to 
misdemeanors,  but  strengthen  penalties  for 

suppliers  .  46“o 

To  strengthen  penalties  for  both  users  and 

suppliers  .  2% 

Not  enough  information  to  answer .  10“b 


100% 

Do  you  think  Communist  China  should  be  seated  in 


the  United  Nations? 

Yes  .  96"o 

No  .  !?;> 

No  opinion  or  answer .  3% 


100“.. 

Do  you  support  legislation  embodying  the  Cates 
Commission  report  which  calls  for  an  end  to  the 
draft  by  |une  30,  1971,  and  would  require  Congres¬ 
sional  action  to  reinstate  it? 


Strongly  support  .  80"b 

Moderately  support  .  ll“b 

Moderately  oppose  .  l“b 

Strongly  oppose .  1% 

No  opinion  or  no  answer .  7“o 


100% 

Here  are  four  different  plans  for  the  U.S.  to  follow  in 
dealing  with  the  war  in  Vietnam.  Which  one  do  you 
prefer? 

rCNL  C.allup 
12  70  5 '70 


Plan  A:  Withdraw  all  troops  from 

Vietnam  immediately  .  e7"o  23“o 

Plan  B:  Withdraw  all  troops  by 

December,  107I  28”o  25“o 

Plan  C:  Withdraw  troops  but  take 
as  many  years  to  do  this  as  needed 
to  turn  the  war  over  to  the  South 

Vietnamese  army  .  2“b  31?b 

Plan  D:  Send  more  troops  to  Viet¬ 
nam  and  step  up  the  fighting  .  0"o  13% 

No  opinion  or  no  answer .  3"o  8“o 


100"o  100”i 


Write  to  FCNL  for  information  on 
a  proposed  subscription  service  to 
businessmen  at  $100  per  year.  The 
plan  would  include  copies  of  the 
FCNL  Newsletter,  special  reports  on 
specific  legislation  and  support  serv¬ 
ices  on  matters  a  business  firm  wished 
to  follow. 


Notify  us  as  soon  as  possible  if  you 
want  to  receive  (free)  the  monthly 
FCNL  Memo,  being  revived  in  June 
to  provide  additional  information  on 
issues  as  well  as  news  of  the  FCNL 
staff  members  and  their  various  ac¬ 
tivities  for  legislation. 


The  Friends  Committee  on 
National  Legislation  includes 
Friends  appuinled  by  22  of  the  28 
Friends  Yearly  Meetings  and  10 
Friends  organizations  in  the  United 
States.  Expressions  of  views  in  the 
FCISL  Washington  Newsletter  are 
guided  hy  the  Statement  of  Policy 
prepared  and  approved  by  the  Com¬ 
mittee.  Seeking  to  follow  the  lead¬ 
ings  of  the  Spirit,  the  FCNL  speaks 
for  itself  and  for  like-minded 
Friends.  No  organization  can  speak 
oflieially  for  the  Religious  Society 
of  Friends. 

FCM,  wasiiin(;ton  newslet¬ 
ter.  Editor:  Paul  Brink.  Con¬ 
tributors:  Edward  F.  Snyder,  Wil¬ 
liam  Lunsford,  Phil  Carter,  Linda 
Harrow,  Jeanette  Hadley,  Frances 
Neely.  245  Second  St.,  N.E.,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.  20002.  Subscription 
S5.00  per  year  ($8.00  air  mail  out- 
sifle  U.S. ).  Piihlishetl  monthly  ex¬ 
cept  Aiigiist-SeptemWr,  when  it  is 
combined.  Second  class  postage 
paid  at  Vi'ashinglon.  I).  C. 


FCNl  Wdshington  Newsletter  Service  — 


•  Eleven  Newsletters  a  year 

•  Action  Bulletins — information  and  suggestions 

for  action  when  most  effective 

•  Voting  Record  of  each  Congressman  on  key 

issues 

•  Analysis  of  money  voted  by  each  session  of 

Congress 


•  Upon  request: 

FCNL  testimony  before  Congressional  Committees 
Information  on  specific  issues 

Special  mailings — Congressional  speeches  and  other 
background  information 

Register  Citizen  Opinion —names,  districts,  and  Com¬ 
mittee  assignments  of  Congressmen 

FCNL  Statement  of  Legislative  Policy 


Please  enter  my  subscription  for  one  year  to  the  FCNL  WASHINGTON  NEWSLETTER,  at  $5.00,  $8.00  abroad  (Air  Mail).  Address:  245 
Second  Street,  N.E.,  Washington,  D.  C.  20002  ($7.00  to  residents  of  Illinois  and  Wisconsin,  who  also  receive  a  Newsletter  on  state  legislation. 
Address:  407  S.  Dearborn,  Chicago,  Illinois  60605).  Contributions  above  NEWSLETTER  subscription  price  support  the  legislative  and 
research  work  of  the  Committee. 

(Contributions  not  deductible  for  income  tax  purposes) 
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